In the previous Comment [1], Möbius and Richter (MR) criticize the secondary result of our Letter [2] because of our finite-size scaling (FSS) ansatz for the density of states of the three-dimensional Coulomb glass (CG). Thus, our main result, namely that the CG does not exhibit a phase transition down to the lowest numerically accessible temperatures, remains unchallenged. This finding suggests an absence of a finite-temperature CG phase -an issue that has remained unsettled in the past 35 years and that has been independently verified recently [3] . However, we state that the third result of our Letter, namely, the density of state (DOS) data for the random displacement (RD) version of the model, is incorrect.
much larger systems would be needed to verify the b(N ) dependence.
Although MR's results are qualitatively similar to ours and bring no new insights to the problem we outline some details of their numerical calculations that prevent a fair comparison of both data sets. First, MR neglect the long-ranged nature of the Coulomb interactions by using the minimal distance method. Unphysical edge effects arise without the use of resummation methods that can influence the thermodynamic behavior. Second, MR propose that their data differ from ours because the "minimum search [we used] does not consider all single-particle hops." This is not correct because EO allows for the rearrangement of any number of particles with hops of arbitrary length. And indeed, we verified that our results are stable against single-particle rearrangements. We note that EO was not as efficient as we expected from studies on the Sherrington-Kirkpatrick spin glass [5] .
We have also analyzed the discrepancies for the RD model. We reviewed our work and found an error in our code. Therefore, the displayed DOSs [2] correspond to disorder values that are ∼ 10 times smaller than indicated. We have repeated the RD simulations with the corrected code, as well as with a new independent code based on single-particle hops. The DOSs obtained with the two methods are consistent and reveal that the Wigner crystal is not as robust against disorder as stated in Ref. [2] .
Summarizing, the Comment does not offer new physical insights. We correct our statements about the RD model in Ref. [2] : The Wigner crystal is not as robust to disorder as stated. Still, our main result of a lack of a finite-temperature transition in the CG remains unchallenged. 
